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Maryjane Kenney

From: Peter Berry (office)

Sent: Monday, June 04, 2007 8:56 AM
To: Edmund Starzec; Lauren Rosenzweig; Andrew Magee

Cc: Board of Selectmen; Don Johnson
Subject: RE: Main Street Sidewalk Plans
Attachments: Peter J. Berry (E-mail).vcf

Ed: Than.k.sfor yourco.mment.s.Although theSelectmenapprovedthe t.reecutting pi.an for the
purposesof closIngthe puh.iic heari.ng.we alsorequ.iredthat no treeshe cut until. theBoardaprovesthe
fina.l designfor the sidewalk. Ch.ief Widmeyertest.ifie.d at thepublic hearingthat h.is concernsfor the
s.afety-of pedestriansin town wereparamountfor this stretchof Main Street, PaulinaK.nib..~be
is: s.:oliciting me.mhersfor a subcommitteeof theTAC to focuson sidewalkprio.rities in Town.

I anticipatethat therewill be furtherpublic input aboutthis issue. TheSelectmenwelcome
your commen.tsaboutthe designplans as: theyarefinalized.

Regards

PeterJ, Berry, Esq.
Shareholder
Deutsch Williams Brooks

DeRensis & Holland, PC.
99 Summer Street
Boston, MA 02110-1213
(617) 951-2300

Original Message
From: Edmund Starzec [mailto:estarzec@verizon.netj
Sent: Sunday, June 03, 2007 6:10 PM
To: Peter 3. Berry; lsr57@comcast.net; amagee@epsilonassociates.com
Subject: Main Street Sidewalk Plans

Lauren,Peter,andAndy:

I amgenerallyhesitantto insertmyselfinto processeswith whichI amnot directly involved but I
can’thelpbutnotice thegrowingpublic concernwith the level of treecutting associatedwith the
proposedMain Streetsidewalkaswell asfrustrationwith theaccompanyingpublic process.
While I sawthenoticefor thetreehearingon youragendaafew weeksago, it wasnot until I read
SusanMitchell-Hardt’sletterin this week’sBeaconandspokewith somefellow membersofthe
DesignReviewBoardon Tuesdaythat I realizedthemagnitudeof this action.I think it deservesa
moreopenandthoroughpublicprocess.

I havetwo main questions.

1. Why is thissidewalksuddenlya time-criticalpriority in light of recentclamoringfor
sidewalksin Acton’smoredenselysettledneighborhoods?This pastyearwe all heardfrom
residentsof ProspectStreetandotherneighborhoodsabouttheneedfor sidewalksin front of their
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homes.I believethesidewalkpriority list wasexpandedandresortedat somepoint to takethese
concernsinto account.I don’t believethis partof Main Streetis evenon the list. Could the
fundingbe redirectedto startone or moreof theseotherprojects?Rumorhasit that thefunding
for theMain Streetsidewalkprojectis mitigation from Quail Ridge(I havelong sincerecycled
thePlanningBoarddecisionandmy memoryfails mehere)butgiventhetown’s unflagging
willingnessto accommodateMr. Peabody’sfrequentproceduraloversightsover the last fewyears
(Audoboncertification,pre-constructionwaterquality testing,failure to properlystorechemicals,
etc.)I wouldhopethathe is notsomehowpreventingthis mitigation funding from beingused
elsewhere.

2. Why don’t we take the time to seeif wecan’t improve thedesign?If it is importantto move
forwardwith theMain Streetsidewalk,it seemsclearthat thecurrentdesigncouldbe improved
to reducethecuttingof maturetrees,therebyimproving thepedestrianexperienceandreducing
concernsaboutlossof Acton’s remainingrural character.Taking aquick look at theplans,they
seemoptimizedto maximizeeaseofconstruction.I thinka sidewalkherecouldbea realbenefit
for thetown but it needsto be carefullydesignedaIa thegreatwinding, undulatingsidewalkswe
seein partsof Lincoln andConcord(andevenalong ourownPopeRoad!).Acton residentTom
Dolittle, a trainedlandscapearchitectandWalkBostonboardmember,hasvolunteeredhis
servicesto help improvetheplan.If this redesignwould requireadditionalfunding, I would hope
thattheremight be a creativeway to fund it perhapsthroughtheCPC.

From my ownwork, I know how frustratingdelayfor thesakeof processcanbe andI don’t mean
to takeawayfrom thegood workof staff Thatsaid, if thereis any way to reopendiscussionon
this topic in coming weeks,I think thepublic will benefit no matterwhatdecisionis reached.

Thanks,

Ed Starzec

* ** * * ************ ********** ******** ****************

NOTE:

The information contained in this electronic mail document
is attorney-client privileged material. If you believe you
have received it in error, we would be grateful if you

called us at (617) 951-2300. Non-clients are hereby
advised that any use, dissemination, distribution or
reproduction of this communication is strictly prohibited.
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